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occupation or organizational group. The 
records of those applicants not selected 
are destroyed in accordance with DOI’s 
records management procedures. 

II. Data 

(1) Title: Applicant Background 
Survey. 

OMB Control Number: 1091–0001. 
Current Expiration Date: March 31, 

2006. 
Type of Review: Information 

Collection Renewal. 
Affected Entities: Applicants for DOI 

jobs. 
Estimated annual number of 

respondents: 668,905. 
Frequency of response: once per job 

application. 
(2) Annual reporting and record 

keeping burden. 
Average reporting burden per 

application: 5 minutes. 
Total annual reporting: 55,746 hours. 
(3) Description of the need and use of 

the information: This information is 
required to obtain the source of 
recruitment, ethnicity, race, and 
disability data on job applicants to 
determine if the recruitment is 
effectively reaching all aspects of 
relevant labor pools and to determine if 
there are proportionate acceptance rates 
at various stages of the recruitment 
process. Response is optional. The 
information is used for evaluating 
recruitment only, and plays no part in 
the selection of who is hired. 

III. Request for Comments 

Request for Comments: Comments are 
invited on: (a) Whether the proposed 
collection of information is necessary 
for the proper performance of the 
agency, including whether the 
information shall have practical utility; 
(b) the accuracy of the agency’s estimate 
of the burden of the proposed 
information collection; (c) ways to 
enhance the quality, utility and clarity 
of the information to be collected; and 
(d) ways to minimize the burden of the 
information collection on respondents, 
including through the use of automated 
collection techniques or other forms of 
information technology. 

Burden means the total time, effort, or 
financial resources expended by persons 
to generate, maintain, retain, disclose or 
provide information to or for a federal 
agency. This includes the time needed 
to review instructions; to develop, 
acquire, install and utilize technology 
and systems for the purpose of 
collecting, validating and verifying 
information, processing and 
maintaining information, and disclosing 
and providing information; to train 
personnel and to be able to respond to 

a collection of information, to search 
data sources, to complete and review 
the collection of information; and to 
transmit or otherwise disclose the 
information. 

All written comments will be 
available for public inspection in the 
Main Interior Building, 1849 C Street, 
NW., Washington, DC from 9 a.m. until 
3 p.m., Monday through Friday, 
excluding legal holidays. For an 
appointment to inspect comments, 
please contact Samuel Bowser by 
telephone on (202) 208–5549, or by e- 
mail at Samuel_S_Bowser@ios.doi.gov. 
A valid picture identification is required 
for entry into the Department of the 
Interior. If you wish us to withhold your 
personal information, you must 
prominently state at the beginning of 
your comment what personal 
information you want us to withhold. 
We will honor your request to the extent 
allowable by law. 

An agency may not conduct or 
sponsor, and a person is not required to 
respond to, a collection of information 
unless it displays a currently valid 
Office of Management and Budget 
control number. 

Dated: December 12, 2005. 
Samuel Bowser, 
Assistant Director for Workforce Diversity, 
Department of the Interior. 
[FR Doc. 05–24106 Filed 12–15–05; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310–RE–M 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Fish and Wildlife Service 

Information Collection Sent to the 
Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB) for Approval Under the 
Paperwork Reduction Act; 1018–0119; 
Policy for Evaluation of Conservation 
Efforts When Making Listing Decisions 

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Interior. 
ACTION: Notice; request for comments. 

SUMMARY: We (Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Service) have sent a request to 
OMB to renew approval for the 
collection of information associated 
with our Policy for Evaluation of 
Conservation Efforts When Making 
Listing Decisions (PECE). We use the 
information that we collect as part of the 
basis for identifying conservation efforts 
that can contribute to a decision not to 
list a species under the Endangered 
Species Act (ESA) or to list a species as 
threatened rather than endangered. 
DATES: You must submit comments on 
or before January 17, 2006. 

ADDRESSES: Send your comments and 
suggestions on this information 
collection renewal to the Desk Officer 
for the Department of Interior at OMB– 
OIRA at (202) 395–6566 (fax) or 
OIRA_DOCKET@OMB.eop.gov (e-mail). 
Please provide a copy of your comments 
to Hope Grey, Information Collection 
Clearance Officer, Fish and Wildlife 
Service, MS 222–ARLSQ, 4401 North 
Fairfax Drive, Arlington, Virginia 22203 
(mail); (703) 358–2269 (fax); 
hope_grey@fws.gov (e-mail). 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: To 
request a copy of the proposed 
information collection requirement, 
related forms, or explanatory material, 
contact Hope Grey at the addresses 
above or by phone at (703) 358–2482. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: OMB 
regulations at 5 CFR 1320, which 
implement provisions of the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501 
et seq.), require that interested members 
of the public and affected agencies have 
an opportunity to comment on 
information collection and 
recordkeeping activities (see 5 CFR 
1320.8(d)). Currently, we have approval 
to collect this information under OMB 
Control Number 1018–0119, which 
expires on December 31, 2005. We are 
asking OMB to renew approval for a 3- 
year term. OMB has up to 60 days to 
approve or disapprove our request; 
however, OMB may respond as early as 
30 days after our submittal. To ensure 
consideration, send your comments to 
OMB by the date listed in the DATES 
section. We may not conduct or sponsor 
and a person is not required to respond 
to a collection of information unless it 
displays a currently valid OMB control 
number. 

On August 15, 2005, we published in 
the Federal Register (70 FR 47845) a 
notice of our intent to request renewal 
of this information collection authority 
from OMB. In that notice, we solicited 
public comments for 60 days, ending on 
October 14, 2005. We did not receive 
any comments. 

Section 4 of the ESA specifies the 
process by which we can list species as 
threatened or endangered. When we 
consider whether or not to list a species, 
the ESA requires us to take into account 
the efforts being made by any State or 
any political subdivision of a State to 
protect such species. We also take into 
account the efforts being made by other 
entities. States or other entities often 
formalize conservation efforts in 
conservation agreements, conservation 
plans, management plans, or similar 
documents. The conservation efforts 
recommended or called for in such 
documents could prevent some species 
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from becoming so imperiled that they 
meet the definition of a threatened or 
endangered species under the ESA. 

PECE encourages the development of 
conservation agreements/plans and 
provides certainty about the standard 
that individual conservation efforts 
contained in an agreement/plan must 
meet so that we can consider that such 
efforts contribute to forming a basis for 
a listing determination. PECE applies to 
‘‘formalized conservation efforts’’ that 
have not been implemented or have 
been implemented but have not yet 
demonstrated effectiveness in 
contributing to the reduction or removal 
of one or more threats to a species. 
Under PECE, formalized conservation 
efforts are defined as conservation 
efforts (specific actions, activities, or 
programs designed to eliminate or 
reduce threats or otherwise improve the 
status of a species identified in a 
conservation agreement, conservation 
plan, management plan, or similar 
document (68 FR 15100)). The 
development of such agreements/plans 
is voluntary and there is no requirement 
that the individual conservation efforts 
included in such documents be 
designed to meet the standard in PECE. 

PECE specifies that to consider that a 
conservation effort contributes to 
forming a basis for not listing a species 
or listing a species as threatened rather 
than endangered, we must find that the 
effort is sufficiently certain to be 
implemented and effective so as to have 
contributed to the elimination or 
adequate reduction of one or more 
threats to the species. To gauge whether 
or not this standard has been met, PECE 
includes criteria for evaluating the 
certainty of implementation and the 
certainty of effectiveness of individual 
conservation efforts. 

One criterion for evaluating the 
certainty of effectiveness of a 
conservation effort is that the 
agreement/plan contains provisions for 
monitoring and reporting progress on 
implementation and effectiveness of the 
effort. Also, if we make a decision not 
to list a species or to list the species as 
threatened rather than endangered 
based in part on the contributions of 
formalized conservation efforts that 
were subject to the policy, we must (1) 
track the status of the effort, including 
the progress of implementation and 
effectiveness of the efforts, and (2) if 
necessary, reevaluate the status of 
species and consider whether or not 
initiating the listing process is 
necessary. The nature and frequency of 
the monitoring and reporting will vary 
according to the species addressed, land 
ownership, specific conservation efforts, 
expertise of participants, and other 

factors. Generally monitoring and 
reporting occurs annually for several 
years as the conservation efforts are 
implemented and their effectiveness is 
evaluated. The information collected 
through monitoring is invaluable to the 
Service, the States, and other entities 
implementing agreements and plans, 
and to others concerned about the 
welfare of the species covered by the 
agreements/plans. 

Title: Policy for Evaluation of 
Conservation Efforts When Making 
Listing Decisions. 

OMB Control Number: 1018–0119. 
Form Number: None. 
Frequency: Occasional. 
Description of Respondents: Federal 

agencies, States, tribes, local 
governments, individuals, not-for-profit 
institutions. 

Total Annual Responses: 11 (4 
original agreements; 7 monitoring/ 
reporting). 

Annual Burden Hours: 13,040 hours 
(2,000 hours per original agreement; 600 
hours per agreement for monitoring; 120 
hours per agreement for reporting). 

When a State or other entity 
voluntarily decides to develop a 
conservation agreement or plan with the 
specific intent of making listing the 
subject species unnecessary, the criteria 
and the standard identified in PECE can 
be construed as a requirement placed on 
the development of that agreement/plan, 
and the entity must satisfy the 
monitoring and reporting requirements 
to obtain and retain the desired benefit 
(e.g., making listing of a species as 
threatened or endangered unnecessary). 
Thus, the development of such an 
agreement/plan with the involvement of 
the Service and the monitoring and 
reporting elements are the basis for this 
information collection. Those 
agreements/plans developed with the 
intent of influencing a listing decision 
and with involvement of the Service 
constitute an information collection that 
requires OMB approval under the 
Paperwork Reduction Act. Estimating 
the hours associated with developing 
such a conservation agreement or plan 
is difficult because: 

(1) Development and associated 
monitoring of conservation efforts are 
completely voluntary, and we cannot 
predict who will decide to develop 
these efforts, how many entities they 
might involve, or the type and extent of 
the planning, monitoring, and reporting 
processes they might use. 

(2) We cannot predict which species 
are certain to become the subjects of 
conservation efforts, and, therefore, 
cannot predict the nature and extent of 
conservation efforts and monitoring that 
might be included in conservation 

agreements/plans designed with the 
intent of influencing a decision 
regarding listing a species. 

(3) Many agreements/plans, such as 
agency land management plans, are 
developed to satisfy requirements of 
other laws or for other purposes, and we 
cannot predict whether or the extent to 
which some of these plans may be 
expanded to attempt to make listing 
unnecessary. 

Consequently, we must base our 
estimates of the amount of work 
associated with developing conservation 
agreements or plans, and monitoring 
and reporting of conservation efforts, on 
information from conservation 
agreements developed in the past. To 
prepare this estimate we contacted two 
representatives of entities involved in 
conservation agreements containing 
conservation efforts that were subject to 
PECE and were a key basis for Service 
determinations that listing the covered 
species was not necessary. We also 
reviewed the number of conservation 
agreements and plans developed since 
the publication of the final PECE on 
March 28, 2003 (68 FR 15100), through 
FY 2005, in which the Service was 
substantially involved. Of 27 such 
agreements/plans prepared during that 
period, 9 were developed with the 
specific intent of influencing a decision 
to list species, for an average of 3 to 4 
such agreements per year. On average, 
conservation efforts subject to PECE in 
one to two agreements/plans per year 
contributed substantially to 
determinations that listing species was 
unnecessary. We expect these averages 
to continue, based on the number of 
draft conservation plans/agreements 
currently in preparation. Thus we 
estimate that four agreements/plans 
with the intent of making listing 
unnecessary will be completed 
annually. We further estimate that an 
average of two such agreements/plans 
will contain conservation efforts that 
meet the standard in PECE and 
contribute substantially to a decision 
that listing a species is unnecessary, and 
that the States or other entities will 
carry through with monitoring and 
reporting the efforts in such agreements 
in order to keep the covered species off 
the lists of endangered or threatened 
species. Monitoring and reporting 
occurs for a period of years until the 
efforts have been implemented and 
demonstrate effectiveness. We estimate 
that monitoring and reporting will occur 
for an average of seven agreements 
annually. 

The hour burden estimated for 
preparation of a conservation 
agreement/plan varies from 
approximately 500 hours to 4,000 hours. 
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The variability is related to differences 
in the size and scope of the areas 
covered by these plans, the number of 
entities involved in developing them, 
and the complexity of the conservation 
issues involving a given species. We 
estimate the public reporting burden for 
the information collection covered by 
this renewal to average 2,000 hours for 
developing one agreement with the 
intent to preclude a listing (one-time 
burden). We further estimate 600 hours 
for annual monitoring under one 
agreement, and 120 hours for one 
annual report, for a total of 720 hours 
annually for monitoring and reporting 
per agreement. We estimate that 
monitoring and reporting will occur for 
seven agreements annually. Based on 
our estimate of four plans prepared per 
year and seven plans for which 
monitoring and reporting will occur per 
year, the total annual burden is 
estimated at 13,040 hours. 

We again invite comments on this 
information collection renewal on: (1) 
Whether or not the collection of 
information is necessary for the proper 
performance of our management 
functions involving PECE, including 
whether or not the information will 
have practical utility; (2) the accuracy of 
our estimate of the burden of the 
collection of information; (3) ways to 
enhance the quality, utility, and clarity 
of the information to be collected; and 
(4) ways to minimize the burden of the 
collection of information on 
respondents. The information 
collections in this program are part of a 
system of records covered by the 
Privacy Act (5 U.S.C. 552(a)). 

Dated: December 2, 2005. 
Hope Grey, 
Information Collection Clearance Officer, 
Fish and Wildlife Service. 
[FR Doc. E5–7436 Filed 12–15–05; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310–55–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Indian Affairs 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
for the Confederated Tribes of the 
Umatilla Indian Reservation’s 
Proposed Coyote Business Park, 
Umatilla County, OR 

AGENCY: Bureau of Indian Affairs, 
Interior. 
ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: This notice advises the public 
that the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) 
intends to file a Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (DEIS) with the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency for 

the proposed lease and development of 
an industrial park of up to 142 acres of 
land held in trust by the United States 
for the benefit of the Confederated 
Tribes of the Umatilla Indian 
Reservation (CTUIR) in Umatilla 
County, Oregon, and that the DEIS is 
now available for public review. The 
purpose of the proposed project, the 
Coyote Business Park, is to help meet 
economic development needs on the 
Umatilla Indian Reservation. This notice 
also announces a hearing for the public 
to provide comments on the DEIS. 
DATES: Written comments on the DEIS 
must arrive by January 30, 2006. The 
public hearing will be held January 19, 
2006, starting at 7 p.m. 
ADDRESSES: You may mail written 
comments to Jerry L. Lauer, Acting 
Superintendent, Bureau of Indian 
Affairs, Umatilla Agency, P.O. Box 520, 
Pendleton, Oregon, 97801; or hand carry 
written comments to Mr. Lauer at the 
Umatilla Agency, 46807 B Street, 
Mission, Oregon. 

The public meeting will be held at the 
Tamastslikt Cultural Institute, 72789 
Highway 331, Pendleton, OR 97801. 

To obtain a copy of the DEIS, please 
contact Jerry L. Lauer by mail at the 
above mailing address or by telephone 
at the number provided below. Copies 
of the DEIS are available for public 
review at the Umatilla Agency (street 
address above), at the Pendleton Public 
Library, 500 SW Dorian, Pendleton, 
Oregon, and on the Web site http:// 
www/efw/bpa.gov/cgi-bin/PSA/NEPA/ 
SUMMARIES/Coyote Business Park. 
Copies of the DEIS have also been sent 
to agencies and individuals who 
participated in the scoping process and 
to all others who had requested copies. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Jerry 
L. Lauer, (541) 278–3786. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The DEIS, 
prepared with the cooperation of the 
Bonneville Power Administration (BPA) 
and CTUIR, analyzes the impacts of the 
proposed leasing of Indian trust land for 
the purpose of constructing and 
managing a light industrial and 
commercial business park. The 
proposed Coyote Business Park would 
be situated on 142 contiguous acres of 
a 520 acre parcel of trust land located 
south of Interstate 84 at Exit 216 and 
west of South Market Road, 
approximately 7 miles east of 
Pendleton, Oregon, on the Umatilla 
Indian Reservation. 

The proposed action is to construct 
infrastructure for the business park, 
including domestic water service, 
sanitary sewer service, storm water 
drainage, roads, and utilities to lots 
which would be leased by the CTUIR to 

individual business owners for the 
construction of light industrial and/or 
commercial facilities. The CTUIR may 
also construct such facilities for lease to 
private operators. Anticipated light 
industrial operations include 
warehouses or distribution facilities and 
assembly of previously manufactured 
components. 

Water under the proposed action 
would be supplied to the business park 
from the Mission Water System. 
Wastewater would be handled by 
connection to the Mission Wastewater 
Collection System, which is treated 
through a cooperative agreement by the 
city of Pendleton. Storm water drainage 
would be retained on-site. Access to the 
site would be from South Market Road, 
which would be improved to an 
industrial standard and provided with a 
dedicated right hand turn lane into the 
site. Commercial utilities would be 
provided through extensions of existing 
services which are located either 
adjacent to, or within one-fourth mile of 
the site. Support structures would also 
be replaced on the high-voltage BPA 
transmission line that crosses the site. 

Potential impacts to Patawa Creek as 
well as nearby residences have been 
considered in the design of the business 
Park. Mitigation includes a storm water 
drainage collection system that isolates 
storm water from Patawa Creek; creation 
of a Riparian Management Zone along 
Patawa Creek to establish native 
vegetation and reduce sedimentation 
and erosion; incorporation of best 
management practices to reduce impacts 
to groundwater; incorporation of 
landscaping and night lighting design to 
reduce visual impact and night light 
pollution; and construction of a new 
bridge across Patawa Creek to provide 
access to the Oregon Department of 
Transportation’s gravel shed and the 
Tribal Environmental Recovery Facility, 
thus eliminating the need for the 
existing gravel road to these facilities. 

The DEIS analyzes the proposed 
action (Alternative E), the no action 
alternative (A) and three other action 
alternatives (B, C, and D). The proposed 
action is the preferred alternative. The 
action alternatives differ primarily in: 
(1) The size (21–142 acres) of the 
proposed business park; (2) whether 
domestic water would be provided 
through the drilling of a new well or 
through the extension of an existing 
community water system; and (3) 
whether sanitary sewer service would 
be provided by installation of septic 
tanks and drain fields or by connection 
to an existing municipal sewer system. 

Public participation has occurred 
throughout the development of this 
DEIS. The Notice of Intent was 

VerDate Aug<31>2005 19:37 Dec 15, 2005 Jkt 208001 PO 00000 Frm 00086 Fmt 4703 Sfmt 4703 E:\FR\FM\16DEN1.SGM 16DEN1


		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-02-23T10:53:13-0500
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




